BMJ Open publishes all reviews undertaken for accepted manuscripts. Reviewers are asked to complete a checklist review form (http://bmjopen.bmj.com/site/about/resources/checklist.pdf) and are provided with free text boxes to elaborate on their assessment. These free text comments are reproduced below.
GENERAL COMMENTS
the paper is well written and is an important contribution to the area of ectopic pregnancy research. the authors have carried out similar research in other areas of gynaecology for example in endometriosis. it is a first in such publication in research of ectopic pregnancy i however would like to ask the following questions and make the following comments point 1 Page 5 line 42… a multitude of disciplines……involved in the management of ectopic pregnancy… and hence related research attracts the interest of scientists worldwide addressing the issue from a clinical basic science and public health perspective… I would agree that the diagnosis and management of ectopic pregnancy encompasses a wide spectrum of medical specialities and that research it attracts clinical basic science and public health perspectives however the authors present this as cause and effect. Both sentences are statements of fact but the authors have not in the introduction presented evidence that one leads to the other point 2 Page 6 line 3 therefore point 3In the results section looking at the citation of publications the us topped the list with more publications being sited at least 80 times. Though this puts the US clearly ahead of most countries they also have the most journals and a previous study reported on the preference of US journals to publish native research (Chen et al., 2016) The authors also talk about impactful research in categories however these categories represent probably areas of publication in relation to speciality rather than subject matter The authors however should make it clear how they identified the subject area "Obstetrics and gynaecology" or "reproductive biology" these would not be regarded as a subject area per se as they encompass many aspects of obstetrics and gynaecology and could be used as major categories of issues pertaining to the diagnosis and management of ectopic pregnancy as real subject areas would include things like ultrasound, diagnosis, ultrasound, management e.g. surgical management and medical management the fact that the USA published more in the area of emergency medicine does not necessarily mean that researchers from USA focused more on emergency medicine than other countries. Looking through popular literature there are indeed publications related to emergency ultrasound in the management of women with ectopic pregnancy as well as diagnosis of ectopic pregnancy in emergency departments. However most ectopic pregnancies are managed in A&E departments but are not published in emergency medicine journals point 5 the authors did not do a journal analysis as they did when they looked at endometriosis for instance if they have that information it would make a valuable addition to literature as anecdotally publications in ectopic pregnancy research is often in journals with low indices probably related to low methodology in ectopic pregnancy research due to non standardisation of definitions?
otherwise as stated about well written and thought out piece of work it is a first in such publication in research of ectopic pregnancy i however would like to ask the following questions and make the following comments Dear Dr. Odejinmi. Thank you so much for your kind words and the time you took to thoroughly revise our manuscript.
REVIEWER
point 1 Page 5 line 42… a multitude of disciplines……involved in the management of ectopic pregnancy… and hence related research attracts the interest of scientists worldwide addressing the issue from a clinical basic science and public health perspective… I would agree that the diagnosis and management of ectopic pregnancy encompasses a wide spectrum of medical specialities and that research it attracts clinical basic science and public health perspectives however the authors present this as cause and effect. Both sentences are statements of fact but the authors have not in the introduction presented evidence that one leads to the other
Response:
We thank the reviewer for pointing out the missing causality between the two statements. Yes, we agree that these sentences describe merely facts so they were linked together with "also". We apologize for that error and corrected it accordingly.
point 3
In the results section looking at the citation of publications the us topped the list with more publications being sited at least 80 times. Though this puts the US clearly ahead of most countries they also have the most journals and a previous study reported on the preference of US journals to publish native research (Chen et al., 2016) Chen, X.-l., Chen, Z.-r., Cao, Z.-l., Han, K., Tong, Y.-w., Xiang, X.-h. and Hu, C.-x. (2016) 'The 100 most cited articles in ectopic pregnancy: a bibliometric analysis', SpringerPlus, 5(1), pp. 1815.
We thank the reviewer for sharing this important reference with us. It has been included in the manuscript on page x , line y.
#This might be linked to a potential bias. Since US American Journals and their reviewers have a significant preference to accept papers written by local researchers point 4 Subject categorisation Is this section actually subject categorisation or speciality area where the publication was published
The authors also talk about impactful research in categories however these categories represent probably areas of publication in relation to speciality rather than subject matter
The authors however should make it clear how they identified the subject area "Obstetrics and gynaecology" or "reproductive biology" these would not be regarded as a subject area per se as they encompass many aspects of obstetrics and gynaecology and could be used as major categories of issues pertaining to the diagnosis and management of ectopic pregnancy as real subject areas would include things like ultrasound, diagnosis, ultrasound, management e.g. surgical management and medical management the fact that the USA published more in the area of emergency medicine does not necessarily mean that researchers from USA focused more on emergency medicine than other countries. Looking through popular literature there are indeed publications related to emergency ultrasound in the management of women with ectopic pregnancy as well as diagnosis of ectopic pregnancy in emergency departments. However most ectopic pregnancies are managed in A&E departments but are not published in emergency medicine journals
Response:
We performed subject area analysis for all ectopic pregnancy related literature by using the standard categories provided by the Web of Science. These categories are assigned to every publication by the Journal Citation Reports (provided by the Thompson Reuters/Institute of Scientific Information) during the publication process.
By performing a subject area/category analysis, our specific goal was to investigate chronologic shifts in ectopic pregnancy related research over the course of time. We agree with the reviewer that we cannot deduce the particular interest of scientists related to ectopic pregnancy research.
We now describe the process of subject area/category identification in the methods section and thank the referee for mentioning this issue. Please refer to the following (page 6, line x):
"Subject area categories are assigned to every journal and its publications by the Journal Citation Reports (provided by the Institute of Scientific Information) during the publication process. These standard categories can be retrieved via WoS. For our analyses, these original WoS categories have been used."
point 5 the authors did not do a journal analysis as they did when they looked at endometriosis for instance if they have that information it would make a valuable addition to literature as anecdotally publications in ectopic pregnancy research is often in journals with low indices probably related to low methodology in ectopic pregnancy research due to non standardisation of definitions?
